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IN THE DRAWINGS: 

Enclosed are one (1) New drawing sheet for Figures 12A and 12B, 
respectively, accompanied by a Letter to the Official Draftsperson. Please add 
Figures 12A and 12B to those Figures originally filed with this application. 
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REMARKS 

Claim Rejections 

Claims 1, 4, 6 and 12-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. §1 02(e) as being 
anticipated by Nishimae et al. (US 6,724,546). 

Drawings 

The drawings are objected to under 37 CFR 1 .83(a). In response, Applicant 
has added new Figures 12A and 12B, as illustrated on the attached new drawings 
sheets, accompanied by a LETTER TO THE OFFICIAL DRAFTSPERSON. In 
response to the Examinees objections, the new Figures show the DMD (1 00) having 
an array of inclinable mirrors (1 02) which can be operated at on-state 1 04a, off-state 
104g or flat-state 104c. No "new matter" has been added to the original disclosure 
by the amendments to these figures. Entry of the new drawing sheets is respectfully 
requested. 

Arguments 

Applicant has reviewed the outstanding Office Action and notes that 
Nishimae et al. cannot be cited against Applicant's claims because the reference 
does not qualify as prior art under 35 U.S.C. 102(e). Specifically, Nishimae et al. 
was not filed in the United States until October 1 0, 2002 and was not published until 
October 30, 2003, which is after the priority date of November 11, 2001 for the 
present application. In addition, the filing date of Taiwan 090128276 is before the 
foreign priority dates of Nishimae et al. In view of the foregoing, it is clear that 
Nishimae et al. is not prior art under 35 U.S.C. 1 02(e). 

In support of the above assertions, Applicant notes that a certified copy of 
Taiwan 090128276 filed November 11, 2001 was received by the Office on 
November 15, 2002. Furthermore, Applicant's Combined Declaration and Power 
of Attorney claims priority to Taiwan 090128276. Accordingly, applicant respectfully 
requests that the Examiner withdraw the rejections under 35 U.S.C. §1 02(e). 

Moreover, even if the Nishimae et al. reference were found to be valid prior 
art, Nishimae still is distinct from the instant case. As illustrated in FIG 4B and 
specification of Nishimae et al., the element 7 is a diaphragm, which includes an 
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O-ring portion 7c surrounding an aperture 7b and a shielding portion 7z extending 
inwardly from the O-ring portion 7c. The element 7 is applied to shield a portion of 
the light beam to produce the light spot shaping as shown in FIG 4C. This means 
the light beam will lose a portion due to the shielding of the shielding portion 7z and 
thereby reduce the brightness. 

In comparison, in the present invention, the anamorphic surface unit is 
applied to offset the distortion of the light spot and produce the required light spot 
shaping. As a result, Applicant's claims are distinct from the element 7 depicted in 
the Nishimae's reference. 

Summary 

In view of the foregoing amendments and remarks, Applicant submits that 
this application is now in condition for allowance and such action is respectfully 
requested. Should any points remain in issue, which the Examiner feels could best 
be resolved by either a personal or a telephone interview, it is urged that Applicant's 
local attorney be contacted at the exchange listed below. 



Respectfully submitted, 



Date: December 4, 2006 



By: j£~ 



Demian K. Jack* 
Reg. No. 57,551 
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TROXELL LAW OFFICE PLLC 
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Telephone: 703 575-2711 
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